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LAW REPORTS. 
Analyst’e Certi$cate as to Milk must state that no change has take?& place in the Sample to interfere 

~ U L T E R A T E D  &x.-Robert Jackson was summoned by the police for selling milk adulterated 
with water at  Old Sleaford. Mr. Jessopp appeared for defendant. Supt. Stevenitt depoaed that on the 
27th of May he purchased a quart of milk of defendant’s wife, for which he paid 4d., and conveyed the 
same the next day to Dr. Graham, of London, whose certificate he then produced, which showed that the 
milk consisted of one-tenth of water. Mr. Jessopp for the defence, observed that he should before 
proceeding to answer the charge, raise a technical objection with reference to the words used by the 
Superintendent when purchasing the milk. According to the Act any person purchasing an article 
for analysis, must notify to the seller or his agent his intention of having the same analysed by the 
Public Analyst. The Inspector must, according to the Act, make use of the words ‘‘ Public Analyst.” 
Mr. Jessopp quoted an appeal case in the Exchequer Division, Barnes v. Clipps,” which was dismissed 
owing to the omission of the words I‘ Public Analyst,” by theinspector who purchased the article. Supt. 
Stevenitt recalled, stated that when he &st bought the milk he told Mrs. Jackson it was for analysis; he 
asked her to divide it, and upon meeting with a refusal he said he should take it to the County Analyst 
who would divide it ; he said County not Publio. This objection was over-ruled, the Bench considering 
that County Analyst was sufficient. Mr Jessopp remarked that he had a further technical objection to 
raise with reference to the wording of the certificate. According to Stone’s Justice’s Manual, in the case 
of milk it must be specially stated by the :analyst whether any change has taken place to interfere with 
analyeis, and unless such statement were made the certificate didnot conform with the Act. I t  was also 
shown that the analyst’s wrtificate must be taken as prima jacie evidence to save the expense and trouble 
of the analyst being present to prove the case. The Chairman observed that having taken their Clerk’s 
opinion and duly oonsidered the circumstances, it  appeared that the analyst’s Certificate was not made 
out in conformity with the Act and they should therefore dismiss the case. 

with the Analysis :- 

Sweet Spirits of Nitre :- 
At the Stockport Borough Court Houde, on 17th July, Henry Charles Bennett was charged 

with selling, to the prejudioe of Jacob Marehall, on the 3rd inst., a certain quantity of sweet spirits of 
nitre, the same not being of the nature, substance, and quality demanded by the purchaser. The Town 
Clezk promuted on behalf of the Sanitary Committee of Stockport ; Mr. Glaisyer, of Birmingham, 
appsuinq for the d a f w .  Jamb M a ,  inspeatar of nnimncea, said that on the 3rd July, he went 
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to the defendant's shop and asked him for 4 oz. of sweet spirits of nitre. He paid 1s. 4d. for it, and then 
told the defendant that it was to be analysed by the Public Analyst, and divided it into three parts. One 
bottle was sent to the analyst, and afterwards his certificate was received and was to the following 
effect :-That instead of containing three per cent. of nitrous sether, the sample only contained 1.15 
per cent., and that the specific gravity was ,844 instead of ,855. Mr. Oswald Wilkinson, Borough 
Analyst, was then called. He said he received a sample of sweet spirits of nitre similar to the one which 
had been produced in court, marked B. No. 2, from Inspector Marshall. He analysed it, and afterwards 
delivered a certificate to the inspector personally. He said the sample only contained 1.15 of nitrous 
sether. The British Pharmacopceia gave three per cent. as a fair standard of the quality of the article. 
He did not consider that a person asking for sweet spirits of nitre received what he desired when he 
only got an article containing 1.15 of nitrous sether. Sweet spirits of nitre was the same article that 
was mentioned in the British Pharmacopceia. Dr. Downs : What name had this formerly ? Witness said 
that its far as he could remember, i t  had been known as sweet spirits of nitre or spirits of nitrous ether. 
He tested i t  by specific gravity. He did not use the tests recommended by the British Pharmacopoeia, but 
those of DuprB. He tested it for the colour to the extent of five minutes. He had never made an 
experiment on an article containing pure nitrous sether. Here, at the request of the solicitor for the 
defence, witness described minutely the tests ordered by Duprh. He said he believed the nitrous sether 
to be the active medicinal principle. At once he would say the purchaser was prejudiced in receiving 
the article which the defendant had sold. To the best of his ability it r a s  the nitrous sther that did 
'the good for which the medicine was taken. He should think there was something present besides 
nitrous rather. Sweet spirits of nitre was the common name for spiritus stheris nitrosi. Dr. Edwin 
Rayner, medical officer of health for the borough of Stockport, said that the article ought to contain 
more than two per cent. of nitrous sther. He had himself analysed specimens some years ago. I t  was 
a very common medicine, and was used very extensiveIy by the people. I t  possessed certain properties 
which rendered it good for certain diseases. These properties were known, and the medicine was used 
by the public accordingly. The absence of nitrous ether would decrease the medicinal value of the 
drug. Cross-examined : The sample in question was not a good one, because it contained less than two 
per cent. Mr. Glaisyer having opened the case for the defence, Henry Charles Bennett said he was the 
defendant, and was a chemist and druggist in business in this town. He recollected the inspector 
coming on the 3rd June and asking for four ounces of sweet spirits of nitre, and paid 1s. 4d. He served 
him with the article commonly sold as sweet spirits of nitre. That article was in constant request by 
the public. He had supplied the British Ph:trmacopceia preparation, and he constantly had it brought 
back. He had complaints in every case about it, about its unpleasant smell, burning their throats, and 
thecolour. He purchased the article he sold from Messrs. Evans, Son, and Go., Liverpool, in May. 
He supplied it to the inspector in the same condition as he received it. He kept both preparations in 
his shop. He had been in Stockport about three years. The difference in price was 4d. per pound 
between the two. The wholesale prices were 3s. and 3s. 4d. One was sweeter than the other, and that 
was why they took it. H( did not think that the sweet spirits of nitre was an inferior quality to the 
British Pharmacopceia. By Mr. Glaisyer : The reJson for selling a850 was that the customers would 
not have the other. He had not recently attempted to supply it. Professor Attfield said there were two 
distinct varieties of sweet spirits of nitre in this country ; some other varieties were imported. There 
were varieties in all countries on the continent, and that was perfectly well known. The materials used 
in these two varieties were quite distinct. Thevariety of the British Pharmacopeia is made from spirits 
of wine, nitric acid, copper, and sulphuric acid. The latter variety is made with the materials men- 
tioned in the Pharmacopceia of 1809, 1836, and 1851. In the 1863 Pharmacopceia the ingredients are 
the game. The processes were practically the same. In this particular case he received a sealed sample 
on the 5th July. He analysed the contents of the bottle, and compared it with samples of perfect purity, 
made by himself, and i t  was quite as good as them. I t  was, in his opinion, a good sample of sweet 
spirit of nitre. I t  was as good in appearance and odour, and answered as well to the testa 
and specific gravity. The specilic gravity is ,850. He considered that the analyst had obtained 
figures which were too low, and that he did so because the temperature that he observed was too 
high. The temperature he should have observed is 60 degrees, whereas he stated that he worked 
at 64&* Fahrenheit. In the Pharmacopceia these ingredients were ordered to be taken at 60 degreee, 
and that would partly account for the difference. He considered that he worked on too small 
a quantity. By Mr. Glaisyer : As regards the percentage of nitrous ather, no one knew what that per- 
centage should be. The :malyst found 1.15 of nitrous rather. He placed not the slightest reliance on say 
point by which the analyst got at 1.15 per cent. There might have been more or less. The proaess 
wan wholly nntru~tworthy. He said that medical authoritien could not agree as to the exret mbiknee, 
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The benefit as a medicine might be due to nitrous Ether or to aeldhyde ; it may be due to other ethereal 
bodies. It might be due to union of those substances. On this point medical authorities are not 
agreed. Michael Conroy said he was manager for Messrs. Evans, Son & Co., Liverpool. They were 
manufacturers of drugs and other medicines. They supplied the defendant with the sweet 
spirits of nitre in May last. The new variety was dearer than the old, 
therefore it would be to their advantage to push the sale of the new. They sold about 3 gallons per 
week, whereas of the old they regulrtrly sold from 120 to 150 gallons per week. The magistrates then 
retired, and after a brief consultation returned into court, when they said that they thought the evidence 
was in favour of the defendant, and therefore the case would be dismissed. Mr. Glaisyer then asked 
the bench for costs. They replied that they must consider the other side as well, but they had been 
thinking of that a while ago, and $10 would be allowed, but this was not to be taken as a precedent in 
any future cases. 

The specific gravity was -850. 

Sunday Samples.-Salt in Milk  :- 
At Woolmich several points of public interest arose during the investigation of certain adulteration 

caeee consequent on a Sunday collection of milk aamples by the Woolvich Local Board of Health. I n  
the case of John Chard and Joseph Brandon, the samples were found to be adulterated with 26 per cent. 
of added water and 100 grains of salt per gallon, and the blame was in both instances attributed to a 
man in the employ of the wholesale dealer, who was said to have admitted his guilt. The magistrate,, 
M i .  Maraham, asked for what purpose the salt was introduced, and Mr. Hughes, the Local Board solicitor, 
aaid i t  might be to preserve the milk, but it was probably to increase the specific gravity and prevent the 
presence of water being detected iu the lactometer. The Board’s inspector said he had beon informed by 
cowkeepers that tha salt would give a ‘‘ body ” to weak milk and prevent the water from being discovered. 
Mr. Hamilton, the farmer by whom the milk was originally supplied, expressed a desire to take criminal 
proceedings against his agent for adulterating the milk and thereb? damaging the trade, adding that he 
had such an abundance of milk that he hxdly knew what to do with it. Mr. Mersham said i t  was 
common complaint among milk sellers that they could not get a warranty from the wholasale dealers, 
and Mr. Hamilton replied that he was alway8 ready to give a warranty if required. Mr. Hughea ex- 
pressed a desire to have the agent present to answer the allegations made a:ninst him, and the cases 
were accordingly adjourned. The analyst’s certificate in the case of James W. Headman, another milk- 
man, showed an adulteration of 10 per cent. of added water, but the defendant declared that the milk 
only passed through the hands of himself and son, and was as pure as it could possibly be. All milk, 
he said, contained some water, that fxom cows in the shed more than from cows at grass. Mr. Hughes 
informed the magistrate that the analyst allowed 10 per cent. of water as a proper constituent of milk. 
The defendant repeated that his milk was pure, aud requested that the analyst or his inspeator would 
come to his shed, milk a cow himself, and then examine the sample and experiment, for which he offered 
to pay the expenses. Mr. Hughes said it was a fair challenge, and it was arranged that the inspectom 
ehould take a sample direct from the cow and send it for analysis in the usual way, the defendant to 
pay one guinea expenses. For thig purpose the case was adjourned for a fortnight.-Times. 

Employer Fined for Addition of Water to Milk  by his Servant :- 
At Marylebone Police Court, Mr. Herbert Dodwell, farmer, of Lob Farm, Tetsworth, Oxfordshire, 

was summoned for selling milk found on analysis to be adulterated. The defendant has recently 
entered into a contract to supply the Royal Shorthorn Dairy Company, of Bridge Terrace, Paddington, 
with milk, and had formerly supplied the Express Milk Company for eight years. In consequence of 
an application made by the manager of the former company to thehspector, he attended at Paddington 
Station on the arrival of three churns from the defedant, put seals on them, and gave notice of his in- 
tention to defendant to take samples. He did so in the presence of defendant, and had them analysed 
by the Ptiblic Analyst, whose certificates showed them to be adulterated with 18, 13, and 12 per cent. of 
added water respectively. M i .  Poland said the defendant was, by agreement with the Royal Shorthorn 
Dairy Company, under a forfeit of S20 on every occasion on which he should not supply pure milk to 
them, After careful inquiry they had found that a man employed by the defendant to cool the milk 
over the refrigerator, had added water to the milk, and on his being told that he would be called as a 
witnes~, he had admitted the offence. The defendant was exceedingly sorry, for the act of his man had 
made him liable to the law. The Rev. John Armstrong Coghlan, vicar of Tetsworth, and the Hon. 
Francis Parker, son of the defendant’s landlord, both gave him a very excelient character ; and Mr. 
George Barham, manager of the Express Dairy Company, said that during the eight years the defendant 
had aupplied them with milk it had been invariably good. The magistrate neid he w&i very glad i n d d  
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that these steps had been taken. So far as the defendant was concerned, he was willing to believe the 
defence was a genuine one, but the evidence showed that the defendant did not attend personally to his 
business, but left it  a great deal to his servants. Fined ~ O S . ,  and S3 3s. costs. 

No Adultevation, if Substance added i r  not Injurious to Health, and doer not Interfere with Weight 
or Measure of Article Sold :- 

At the Bolton Borough Court, Peter Featherstone, farmer, Turton, was charged with selling milk 
not of the substance or quality demanded. Nr. Hick, of the Town’s Clerk department, applied for a 
remand. Mr. Fielding objected to this. His client had been summoned to answer the chmge that 
morning, and was ready to do so. The Mayor agreed with Mr. Fielding, but granted a remand for half- 
an-hour. On the case being again brought forward Mr. Hick stated that the offence was rather an 
aggravated one, for defendant had been previously convicted. The Mayor thought those remarks ought 
not to have been made at that stage in the case. William James, Inspector of Nuisances, said he 
purchased a pint of milk from defendant in Ashburner Street. He asked for it out of a particular kit in 
defendant’s cart, but defendant refused to allow this. On asking the price he was told it was 24d. per 
quart, so he paid l i d .  for the pint, and then told defendant he should have it snalyaed. I t  was then 
divided into three parts, of which defendant kept one, and another portion was taken to Dr. Sergeant. 
He was aware that the ordinary price of new milk was 34d. per quart, and on telling defendant for what 
purpose the milk was obtained, was informed that it was night’s and morning’s milk, but defendant did 
not explain definitely what he meant by that remark. Richard Bullough, shopkeeper, Ashburner 
Street, said that defendant supplied him with milk, and he had been in danger of being convicted on 
account of the quality which defendant supplied. Witness did not confine his purchases to defendant, 
for there were two other milk dealers of whom he bought. The price paid to defendant was 3d. per 
quart. Dr. Sergeant proved receiving the sample of milk from the witness James, which, when analysed, 
was found to contain 20 per cent. of water and was further weakened by the abstraction of the cream. 
Nr. Hicks applied for the full penalty of S20, under section six of the Food and Drugs Act, for it was quite 
evident from Dr. Sergeant’s report that the milk was not only ekimmed milk but was largely adulterated 
with water. The Mayor said that when James, the Inspector, demanded milk of a particular kit, and 
then learned that it was night’s and morning’smilk he would understand that it was mixed milk. Nr. Hick 
did not think 80. Eten  if it were so, it  would only apply to the mixing of different aorts of milk. The 
oharge was for mixing water with the milk. The Mayor said the Act did not regard it as adulteration 
if any substance was mixed with an article, which was not of itself injurious to health,and which did not 
interfere with the weight or measure of the article sold. If the Act had mentioned the quality of the 
article there might be a case, but in the present instance he thought there was none. The prose- 
cution had failed to make it perfectly clear that the measure had been increased, or that the 
water added to the milk was iujurious to health. Addressing Dr. Sergeant, his Worship 
asked if this was 80, and receiving for answer that it could not be proved that it was, the 
Mayor asked if water could be said to be injurious to health ? Dr. Sergeant said it depended on the 
circumstances. The Mayor: I did not aBk 
that. Dr. Sergeant said that he could not say that it was. 
The Mayor resuming, said the Bench had decided to dismiss the case, as they thought the charge had 
not been established. Nr. Hick then applied for leave to state E fresh case, which was granted. 

If water was taken where milk was wanted then it was. 
I asked if water ordinarily was injurious. 
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